6/19/71 


\ 


MEMO OP SEALS?-! MEMO 

Dear Bud, 

j* 

Here is the aeo you asked for nursday. I will be preparing it from sy cas’d file 
on these things, this official correspondence, not from going over thebextensive files 
themselves. A t should answer your request for a chronological statement only, ihe susmary 
was prepared from, sy files by Howard Soffman. 

Before I forget, I suggest that Cosell’s decision, of last night was made ?rith the 
detailed and documented background I had provided in the clo tiling/ pin suit, which certainly 
detailed to him both the effort to suppress :.nd official duplicity. •*-v- 

The first item on nemo of transfer is not listed Because it is not in the form of 
a letter. It was about January 21, 1968, when I phoned Marion " ohnson from lew Orleans to 
ask for a copy of the memo. I have a note on this of which you have a copy. It was the 
beginning of the week after the Tursday night on which you got the papers they released 
in Louisiana v. Shaw. 

2/28/bG I wrote i .. had been 3 weeks since I was assured of response, Why the delay? Says 
because memo is inconsistent with official statements and dares Arch to disprove. 

3/23 Has been six weeks since response was promised. I again ask for memo and explanation 
of denial. 

(dn the day of the second hearing I asked ^’hosds about this iu the courtroom and he 
said I'd be hearing soon. I didn’t) 

4/4 Archives wrote the nemo had bean left jL, the Arch for safekeeping and is private 
paper. Uotoiact Burke Marshall for permission to see. 

4/6 I wrote I had been denied sesao for two months after it was promised plus reason for it. 
(Apparently written before receipt of 4/4) 

4/7 It took 82 days to say seiso was ’private paper’? Send me a copy of the governments’ 
copy, not that of the 1 family, and all pertinent records (or assurances there are 
no such records). Claim of ’’urinate pacer* contradicts 2 court affidavits., 

5/27 I renew request for memo saying that since it was surrendered (?) by goteeinaent when 
•used by panel and lost ’private paper* stsims. 

7/l4 Have been officially informed that Arch has federal copy of this memo. Ask for copy 
.by return sail (Bud— the Secret Service gave me acopy through the Arch, winch would 
not do it.) 

8/l5 Copy of SS copy of memo which was given by it asked again. 

10/31 Arch says have * carefully reviewed end considered the points outlined in. your letter" 
:re nemo. Afforms previous advice that memo is not US property but belongs to the JFK 
family. Cannot make available. 

11/4 I specifically do not want K family eopy. Want copy of government copy an. copy was 
provided by SS. It is not a private paper. If denied, want specific and uiievasive 
denial. 

3/13/70 Want to know if Arch, has government copy of memo and and documents relevant to it. 
If necessary, wild, carry further. 

4/24 Refers to papers received by Arch from S3 but not sent me (ref to nemo of transfer 
but letters not specific in so stating). 

Q/l3 .Arch lias copy of govt copy. Withheld under 5 TJ.3.C. 552 (b)(6), invasion jierscnal 
privacy, they say. 

ll/lO Givest list o£ss 2 e£es 2 H 2222 requests for memo transfer. (Letter to G3A director \?) 
Sppeal from decision to deny. Wants copy of govt copy, with attachments, slants reply 
as soon as possible. If you deny, hLease forward through resaining channels of appea. 
13/20- above letter acknowledged. 

12/8, from Asst Adan Administration, appeal denied used 5 U.S.C.552 (b)(6). Will reconsider 
on word from 2 family. 
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MEJK) SKAft.2E3- Bequests of Secret Service 

6/2/69 Asks for cosy because it is agency of origin. If refused, asks why, send forms for 
asking xorsal request under 5 U.S.C. 552 

jft ] f 3 3273 s3jlGe Arcil is official repository, request has been forwarded there. 

h /Z r , Tene ' n ' ra " ues * acd if denied explanations and FP! forms. 

2/17/70 Sene-,; requests for neso and relate*! documents. 

1 1 /on7^°~ ^ ,° a contactLn £ Justice-apparently ay sieao on conversation with K. 

Ix/a) Gxves Koliey .oratory of requests 

y2/71Sent enclosures probably re efforts to get nano (?) 

Bequests £ J us tioe 

3 / 30/69 Bequests isaro and asks no delays* 

7/6 aicloso^ cooy letter to %>ads. Want written statement clearly telling why aeko is 
withheld of they will not supply copy. 

lat =er frou Ehoads ^nd reply re nemo, denial. and requests. Asks JJ to read 
carefully ana "think aocut their eontesat^’’ 

6/2/6 92enews requests for seno and says that since it was used by panel it cannot bo 
u&nolcL* 

As I said, the foregoing is from the card index to this correspondence. It is :Lncoi®iete 
^ ixec \ s f-y “ no correspondence. I think Justice did reject reouest and I 
t ^ a3 ^J appealed, byt it as even better if there were no responses, £ it not? How 
It*: correspondence files do not show is that when I pushed Kelley for it and said 

^ to J" & ^ CJ ° £ 0llsia “* against the. in the 

A x, : ?, sue taea 11 caa F ci.dc 0 t give it to sb , they sent all their 

ccpxeo to the Archives, ae toad sms so in person. 

1*11 be in Wednesday, 




